PROCEEDINGS OF THE BROWN COUNTY
ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE

Pursuant to Section 19.84 Wis. Stats., a regular meeting of the Brown County Administration Committee was
held on Thursday, December 5, 2019 in Room 200, Northern Building, 305 E. Walnut Street, Green Bay, W

Present: Chair Sieber, Supervisor Kneiszel, Supervisor Deneys, Supervisor Vander Leest

Excused: Supervisor Schadewald

Also Present: Technology Services Director August Neverman, Director of Administration Chad Weininger,
Supervisor Tran, Supervisor Brusky, Child Suppart Director Maria Lasecki, Treasurer Paul
Zeller, other interested parties

I Call to Order.
The meeting was called to order by Chair Tom Sieber at 6:00 pm.
I Approve/Modify Agenda.

Motion made by Supervisor Deneys, seconded by Supervisor Kneiszel to approve. Vote taken.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

in. Approve/Madify Minutes of September 23 and October 21, 2018.

Motion made by Supervisor Kneiszel, seconded by Supervisor Vander Leest to approve. Vote taken.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

1. Review minutes of:
a. Housing Authority {September 23 and October 21, 2019).

Motion made by Supervisor Kneiszel, seconded by Supervisor Deneys to receive and place on file. Vote
taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Comments from the Public

Rachel Popp, 2871 Crosshaven Avenue, Green Bay, WI

Popp informed she has been employed by Brown County for 22 years and is currently working as a Court
Coordinator. Due to a recent retirement, staff received an e-mail that they could apply for the position and wage
of the retiring individual, She noted that there are five other court coordinators that make less than that of the
retiree. Popp said she actually had to fill out an application to apply for the job that she is currently doing in
order to try to get the job at the higher wage. The five lower paid Court Coordinators talked to HR about several
options to get everyone at the same rate and were told that none of the options were within policy. Popp
continued that she will interview for the job on Monday and the decision will be based on performance, however,
the Judge is the one who can talk about her performance but he will not be included in the interviews. Popp also
noted there are times when she fills in for other positions with higher pay and she has asked HR if she is entitled
to the higher pay when she is filling in and she has not received a response. She feels that all of the Court
Coordinators should be paid the same amount.

Communications

2. Communication from Supervisors Brusky, Schadewald and Deneys re: Request $160,000 from the
County’s Contingency Fund for Public Works (Facilities} to hire an architectural firm to design the
proposed Courthouse Security Annex, including examining alternative options {design and location:
internal/external) to reduce the projected $1.95 million cost while maintaining security needs and the
historic aesthetics of the courthouse. Referred from October County Board.



A proposed budget adjustment was provided, a copy of which is attached. Supervisor Deneys said what
the communication is asking for is for $160,000 to be funded from the contingency fund to hire an
architect to start the design of the security annex with the goal of finding ways to reduce the $1.95
million dollar figure. This communication went before the Public Safety Committee earlier in the week
and it was passed at that time on to this Committee for the funding. Deneys continued that different
placements of the security annex were discussed at Public Safety, but until we spend some money and
hire someone to do further work on this we do not know what the options are. The issue before the
Administration Committee tonight is to have the funding approved.

Director of Administration Chad Weininger said at this time there is $252,654 in the contingency fund so
there is enough funding available to cover this request of $160,000 and will still leave $97,000 for the
rest of the year. It was noted that the safety portion of the project falls under the Sheriff's Department,
but Public Works Director Paul Fontecchio will help on the design aspect. Weininger said setting aside a
little more money for this may be a good idea. At this time the $1.95 million dollar estimate is very
rough; there is really no value engineering. It is felt that the 51.95 million could possibly be reduced if
the security annex was placed in a different location than what was previously discussed. If the annex
was put towards the newer section of the courthouse and DA’s Office, the historical aspect would be
eliminated which would lead to a reduction in the cost. Weininger feels it may make sense to increase
the budget adjustment amount so Concord Group can work with the work group that will be formed
through the Public Safety Committee.

Weininger continued that the funding for the actual construction of the project will come from
settlement of the Securus lawsuit which will then free up the sales tax money that was going to be used.
In addition, if there is anything left over from the budget adjustment, that could also be used towards
the project.

Supervisor Vander Leest supports this and believes we should do what is necessary to see if the project
can be scaled back. He agrees that putting the project on the newer portion of the courthouse would
alleviate some of the historical requirements and he is in favor of saving money any way we can. He feels
the work group being forward through the Public Safety Committee will come up with the best plan.
Weininger said the $160,000 is for the full architecture portion. Of the full amount, about $10,000 is to
look at other possibilities for the location. Moving the project over a little from where it was originally
proposed would likely sidestep the cost of the historical requirements.

Weininger suggested bumping the amount of the budget adjustment up a little to provide some flexibility
and noted that if there is any money left over, it will stay in the pot to go towards the construction. He
also noted that this is one time money so there are not concerns with creating a structural deficit. He
suggested the budget adjustment be in the amount of $180,000. If the budget adjustment is approved
for 5180,000 tonight, it will then go on to the full County Board for approval. From there, the work group
formed by the Public Safety Committee will meet and then an RFP would be put together and approved
by the Public Safety Committee before it is put out.

Chair Sieber feels spending up to $180,000 for engineering and architectural on a $700,000 project
seems excessive. Weininger responded that this is based on the $1.95 million dollar estimate and this
money is being spent to value engineer this to get the cost down. Any money not spent on the
architectural work would be used towards the construction of the project. Deneys added that there are
some things that were included in the original $1.95 million dollar estimate that will likely transfer over
to wherever this is constructed; for example, the queuing area. Sieber is concerned that we could spend
the 5180,000 for the architectural work and still have the $1.95 million dollar price tag. Weininger said
the budget adjustment would cover some value engineering to get the $1.95 million dollars lowered.
However at the Public Safety Committee, the idea of changing the location was brought up to
somewhere that would not include having to do the historic preservation stuff. This new location they
want to lock at would also secure not only the courthouse, but the DA's office as well. This should also
bring the cost significantly down which, in turn, would also lower the cost of the architecture amount
and then any additional money left over would be put towards the construction cost. Sieber said
basically this is asking for $160,000 - $180,000 to put the security annex in a new location and if that will
not work, to try to get the cost of the project down. Weininger said that is what this is; it is really looking



at options to get the price down. If Concord Group comes in and says moving the security building to
another location will not work, then the money automatically goes into trying to get the $1.95 million
dollar price tag reduced, with anything left over being used toward the project costs. Deneys added that
once this is designed, the actual funding of the building has to come back for vote. Right now this money
is just to find out where the best spot is and what the actual costs will be to get the area secured.

Sieber asked if there are any other areas of the county with safety concerns. Weininger responded that
staff at Sophie Beaumont are behind locked doors. Almost all departments that interact with the public
have separation. The last safety concern he heard about was an area in the courthouse and that has
been addressed by cordoning off the section. Weininger said there is always the possibility that the
Treasurer's Office could be a security concern and there are a number of other offices that do not have
glass, but have counters so there is some separation. In addition, all departments have duress buttons
and all departments except the Library have gone through active shooter training.

Treasurer Paul Zeller informed that earlier in the year he approached Facilities with regard to safety
concerns and asked for some preliminary ideas as to ways to control access to their work area. At this
time they have an open front counter with two swinging doors on each side. Zeller recently received
some general numbers from Facilities with what they could do with glass as well as physical barriers. He
has put some thoughts together on safety and sent them to Deputy Executive Jeff Flynt and Supervisor
Deneys earlier this year and this is something that is on his radar.

Weininger said departments that currently do not have glass barriers include the constitutional officers
offices, front desk of CTC, Parks, Extension and PALS, but he noted that these areas all have some sort of
barrier. Sieber suggested Risk Management be consulted to see if there are safety standards for the
different departments to be sure we are up to snuff on all of them. He wants to be sure that we are
doing this in the right order, especially for the price tag. Weininger said Risk Management would work in
conjunctions with the Sheriff’'s Department to do an analysis on this.

Deneys feels putting the safety annex more towards the DA's office would be a better use of taxpayer
dollars in that it would secure a larger area and noted that he has heard there are some safety concerns
in the DA’s office because they often deal with the same individuals that the courthouse does.

Child Support Director Maria Lasecki said one of the first things she was charged with when she became
the Director was the safety of the office. They first educated themselves on what it means to have
separation and whether it was a false sense of security or if it was meaningful. They did training and
learned that they need to be aware of their surroundings at all times and they have to look out for each
other. Her office is basically a debt collection agency and often has to tell people things they do not want
to hear. What is most important is making sure that staff is well trained in how to do that. The glass in
their office is not bulletproof and the walls are thin. She referenced their duress button that goes to
courthouse security and said that when the button is pushed, security arrives in less than 60 seconds.

Supervisor Brusky added that the work group being formed will ensure that everyone has a chance to
voice their opinion which will be considered in an architectural plan.

Motion made by Supervisor Deneys, seconded by Supervisor Vander Least to approve a budget
adjustment in the amount of $180,000. Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Child Support

3.

Budget Status Financial Report for October 2019.

Chitd Support Director Maria Lasecki informed the budget is on target and she feels good about the
expenditures and revenues going inte the end of the year.

Motion made by Supervisor Kneiszel, seconded by Supervisor Vander Leest to receive and place on file.
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY




Director Summary for November 2019,
Lasecki informed the office has been busy and things are going well.

Motion made by Supervisor Vander Leest, seconded by Supervisor Deneys to receive and place on file.
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Technology Services

5.

Discussion with possible action regarding Closed Captioning. Referred from November budget meeting
minutes,

Technology Services Director August Neverman and Supervisor Tran addressed the Committee. Sieber
said this is a discussion we have been having for quite a while. Neverman agreed and said his
recommendation would be to try out Rev.com at the rate of $1 per minute to see how the process works
and then come back with a recommendation with costs. He feels this will potentially allow staff to focus
less on minutes and agendas and instead of typing minutes they could get the minutes verbatim directly
from Rev.

Supervisor Tran asked if there is currently capability to record all meetings. Neverman said there is a
separate discussion on this with regard to the City Council Chambers, but meetings in Room 200 could be
recorded after some software updates on the system are done. If they are recorded, they can then be
closed captioned, and a transcription of the meeting would be provided and, in addition, the meetings
could be posted to You Tube legally because they would be transcribed and closed captioned. To receive
hoth the transcription and closed captioning the price is $2 per minute instead of $1 per minute. If we
are going to talk about adding Granicus and other things Neverman has suggested in the past, the cost
would be significant, but for just the closed captioning, or the closed captioning and the transcription,
the cost is not that great.

Supervisor Tran said she is interested in giving the public the opportunity to watch the meetings if they
are not able to attend and to add more transparency to government. She noted that Brown County is
one of the few counties that does not already do this and she feels since the technology is available, we
should be using it.

Neverman explained how this would work is that the meetings would be recorded, either in Room 200 or
in Council Chambers at City Hall, and then the staff would upload the recording to the vendor, and the
vendor then does their work and the video is then downloaded with the transcription built into it and
then the transcribed document would be prepared separately. This would be two separate files; the
video with the closed captioning and then the transcribed copy. Neverman says he makes it sound easy,
but there are a number of steps. He added that Rev guarantees they meet the requirements of the ADA
for closed captioning.

Sieber asked where the funding could come from to try this out for a month. Neverman said if he has to
do something with the CAD, he would not have funding for this, but if he does not have to do anything
with the CAD, he would be able to cover this. It was also questioned if there may be money availzable in
the County Board budget for this. Tran feels it is a good thing to try it and Weininger said what makes
sense to him would be to take a video from the City and send it to Rev and see how it goes before it is
rolled out. If it works well, we could then work to get the equipment in Room 200 updated and
determine if we want the closed captioning or the closed captioning and the transcription and go from
there.

Supervisor Kneiszel feels this is long overdue and thinks it should be done. He also feels all Committees
should be required to meet in Room 200 so everything can be recorded. Weininger said to require all
meetings to be held in Room 200 would require an ordinance change. Deneys agreed with Kneiszel and
is in favor of referring this to TS to see what the process and capabilities are.

Motion made by Supervisor Kneiszel, seconded by Supervisor Deneys to refer to Technology Services
to report back in January. Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY




Director’s Report.

Neverman reported both Laura Workman and Trisha Linssen did a fantastic job on the new website. The
new public website and employee website are up and are significantly better than the old sites. He
explained some of the features of the new sites. He noted that Linssen has been spending at least half
her time working on the website and therefore he will be asking for a fulltime position or upgrading the
current position to incorporate those duties.

Neverman also talked about Land Nav and informed the project is closed and it is a live, functioning
system and the final payments have gone through. They have received a lot of positive feedback from
the community and the application went well. Neverman said he has also locked at the Chambers and
talked about his recommendation for a shared space somewhere for Board chambers. He recommends
the shared space because at some point the EOC will have to be upgraded, the training room will be
upgraded and the chamber space will be replaced and if all of these were in one spot, a lot of problems
could be solved in that the equipment would be used on a regular basis.

Deneys asked about the jail camera project. Neverman said the sally port was completed in August. The
challenge they are running into is as they are rolling out the cameras, the Sheriff has been adding
cameras in locations that were not part of the original scope. They have added enough cameras that
they will run out of budget before the project is done, although Neverman cannot give an exact amount
right now, but it is likely to be in the $200,000 - $400,000 range.

Motion made by Supervisor Vander Leest, seconded by Supervisor Kneiszel to receive and place on file.
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Treasurer

7.

Review of Treasurer’s Dept. Budget Performance Report for October, 2019 {(unaudited}.

Zeller informed that on a cash accounting basis, as of October 31 the 2019 surplus is $933,546 and this is
over and above what the requested Treasurer’s contribution be to the budget from the Executive.

Motion made by Supervisor Vander Leest, seconded by Supervisor Deneys to receive and place on file,
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Discussion and possible action on the sale of the following tax deed parcels fram the Wisconsin Surplus
Online Auction ending 11-29-19 (min. bid $500 each):
(Bids to be distributed to Committee members prior to meeting)

Parcel # Address High Auction Bid
18-58 1117 Shea Ave. $1,010.00
21-1614 1332 Klaus St. $710.00

20-400 Vanderbraak St. $815.00
20-413-7 1267 Weise St. $745.00

Zeller provided information from Wisconsin Surplus Online Auction, a copy of which is attached. He
recalled that each of these parcels were put out for bid with a starting bid of $500 and noted that the
same bidder, Joe Lucato, is the high bidder for each of the parcels before the Committee. Zeller
commented that he had a lot of phone interest on these four parcels but that did not translate into a lot
of bids. For the most part, these are flood plain lots and there are development difficulties. Building
requirements are very stringent and these are difficult lots to build on and develop and he recommends
the high bid on each of these properties be accepted.

Kneiszel asked if there was any wisdom to not selling these properties to discourage people from building
on flood plains. Zeller recalled that the City would not buy these properties and noted that the City



10.

would like to begin discussions with the County regarding converting some of these lots to things like
community gardens and other community based usage. Zeller has listened, but noted that his job is to
get the property sold and back on the tax rolls. The County continues to pay money to keep sidewalks
shoveled and grass mowed on these properties. Kneiszel understands this, but questions if down the
road this is going to be a big mistake. Zeller said if dwellings are built on these parcels, the City will
require them to be built to the appropriate flood standards, the properties should not be in jeopardy.
Zeller continued that he does not know what the motivation of the bidder is with regard to these
properties. Kneiszel understands the responsibility of the Treasurer in these matters, but in the future
he would like to see if there is an adjoining property owner that may buy the property for a low amount
of money to use for something like parking. He would like to see consideration given to that over putting
them up for auction because he would rather see the County get less money rather than see someone
put a house in the property. Zeller said by statue the County is required to abtain an opinion of value
from an appraiser and the property cannot be sold on the first attempt for less than the appraised value.

Vander Leest feels these properties are sold buyer beware and we have to take advantage of what we
can get for the property. The person that bought these may have some purpose for them.

Motion made by Supervisor Deneys, seconded by Supervisor Vander Leest to suspend the rules to take
Parcels 18-58, 21-1614, 20-400 and 20-413-7 together. Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Motion made by Supervisor Deneys, seconded by Supervisor Kneiszel to accept the high bids by Joe
Lucafo on the following property — Parcel 18-58 in the amount of $1,010; Parce 21-1614 in the amount
of $710.00, Parcel 20-400 in the amount of $815.00 and Parcel 20-413-7 in the amount of $745.00.
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Discussion/Action RE: Corporation Counsel Legal Opinion - W| Statute 75.36 documents a process by
which a “former owner” of real property lost to a County through a property tax foreclosure action
may claim a share of the sale proceeds generated by the County’s sale of their former property. What
is the extent of “former owner” definition?

Motion made by Supervisor Deneys, seconded by Supervisor Kneiszel to suspend the rules to take
Iltems 9 & 10 together. Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Discussion/Action RE: Corporation Counsel Legal Opinion - W| Statute 75.36 documents a process by
which a “former owner” of real property lost to a County through a property tax foreclosure action
may claim a share of the sale proceeds generated by the County’s sale of their former property. Which
spouse is the “former owner” if only one divorced spouse makes a claim?

In discussing Items 9 & 10, Zeller provided the Committee with a copy of an e-mail he received from
Corporation Counsel Dave Hemery. He recalled that at the last meeting Sieber asked for clarification
regarding the distribution of the former owner proceeds to Mrs. Lappin who appeared before the
Committee for repurchase. The opinion of Corporation Counse! is that the former owner is the one who
lost his or her title through delinquent tax collection enforcement procedures {so whoever was the
owner of record at the time of the In Rem proceeding). In this instance, Perry J. Lappin was the sole
owner of the property when the foreclosure proceedings took place. Zeller continued that Corporation
Counsel advised him that the Administration Committee would have had the authority to sell the
property back to Mrs. Lappin when she requested it, but that her proceeds request would be a specific
legal matter that should be taken up by him and the Treasurer. Zeller did not send Mrs. Lappin a
homestead proceeds claim form because she is not the former owner, Sieber said he understands this is
in the Treasurer’s hand, but noted that traditionally, especially in the event of older couples, things are in
the husband’s name and traditionally he pays the bills, and now when he dies and she does not pay the
taxes and then gets thrown out and gets nothing is something he has had hard time with. He would like
Zeller to look at this a little further.



With regard to Item 10, Zeller put together a request to Corporation Counsel on another very specific
situation that he has not encountered in the past. This is a parcel that was sold and resulted in a net
homestead proceeds amount to a former owner. Zeller sent out the homestead claim forms to both the
husband and the wife as the title report indicated the owners are divorced. Claim forms were sent by
both regular and certified mail and signatures were received from the certified mail indicating they were
delivered. The husband returned the claim form, but the wife did not return her form within the
statutory limit and Zeller asked Corporation Counsel if the husband should receive 100% of the net
proceeds or if he should withhold half of the former owner share pending a claim from the wife. The
opinion of Corporation Counsel on this is that he and the Treasurer work this out separately and not as a
Committee decision.

Motion made by Supervisor Vander Leest, seconded by Supervisor Deneys to receive and place on file
items 9 & 10. Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Administration and Human Resources

11,

12,

13,

Budget Status Financial Report & Graph — October 2019.

Motion made by Supervisor Vander Leest, seconded by Supervisor Kneiszel to receive and place on file.
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Budget Adjustment Log.

Motion made by Supervisor Deneys, seconded by Supervisor Kneiszel to receive and place on file. Vote
taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Director’'s Reports.

Weininger informed the County’s benefit advisor will be looking at an onsite or near site clinic which
would provide employees better options for healthcare. This should be free for the employees and by
not going to regular clinics it should save the County money. This first year should be cost neutral and
after that it is projected to save. This will be coming back before the Committee in the future with some
proposals in the spring.

Weininger continued that year end reviews are done, except for union employees, and HR is in the
process of compiling those at this time. Sieber asked how many employees were found not to be doing
satisfactory work to get the raise. Weininger does not know a figure, but noted that last year there were
three.

With regard to parking, Weininger said the County has worked out a deal with the City of Green Bay for
parking at the rate of $20 plus tax per month in the old Associated Bank lot. Weininger said it is very nice
to have a good working relationship with the City. There were some hiccups in the beginning but those
have been taken care off and he reiterated it is great to have a good working relationship with the City.

Weininger continued that they are in the process of year-end and at this time it looks like things are good
and the year should end favorably. Sieber asked about any cash carryovers. Weininger said carryover
requests are done for each department and then staff meets to review them. There is a carryover policy
but they have been trying to lessen carryovers because things have been tight. The contingency fund is
more under the purview of the Board and that is one time money so if it is carried forward it’s fine,
otherwise it lapses into the general fund.

Weininger concluded by talking briefly about Rachel Popp’s earlier comments and explained that past
practice has been that the County Board approves positions and people apply for the positions. If there
is a higher position, when that person leaves, the dollars were taken away and the wage was reduced to
midpoint or where everyone else was. The other part is by doing that, it allowed the step process that
has been discussed in the past and explained again here. In most cases, the County does not award
things on seniority; people need to bid in because the best person should get the job.



Motion made by Supervisor Deneys, seconded by Supervisor Vander Leest to receive and place on file.
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

County Clerk — No agenda items.

Other
14. Audit of bills.

Motion made by Supervisor Kneiszel, seconded by Supervisor Deneys to approve the audit of the bills.
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

15. Such other matters as authorized by law. None.
16. Adjourn.

Motion made by Supervisor Vander Leest, seconded by Supervisor Kneiszel to adjourn at 7:26 pm.
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Respectfully submitted,

Therese Giannunzio
Administrative Specialist



BUDGET ADJUSTMENT REQUEST

Category

[C11  Realiocation from one account to another in the same level of appropriation

[[]2 Reallocation due to a technical correction that could include:
+ Reallocation to another account strictly for tracking or accounting purposes
» Allocation of budgeted prior year grant not completed in the prior year

(03 Any change in any item within the Outlay account which does not require the
reallocation of funds from another level of appropriation

[C]4 Anychange in appropriation from an official action taken by the County Board
{i.e., resolution, ordinance change, efc.)

s a)} Reallocation of up to 10% of the originally appropriated funds between any
levels of appropriation (based on lesser of ariginally appropriated amounts).

s b) Reallocation of mere than 10% of the funds originally appropriated between
any of the levels of appropriation.

6 Reallocation between two or more departments, regardless of amount
[J7 Anyincrease in expenses with an offsetting increase in revenue

[]8 Any allocation from a department's fund balance

9 Any allocation from the County's General Fund (requires separate Resolution)
After Counly Board appraval of the resolution, a Calegory 4 butigel adjusiment must be prepared.

Justification for Budget Change:

[A-0a7)

Approval Level
Dept Head

Director of Admin

County Exec

County Exec

Admin Comm

Oversight Comm
2/3 County Board

Oversight Comm
2/3 County Board

Oversight Comm
2/3 County Board

Oversight Comm
2/3 County Board

Oversight Comm
Admin Committee
2/3 County Board

needs and the historic aesthetics of the courthouse.

Contingency Fund Balance: $252,654

Fiscal Impact*:

This 2019 budget adjustment is to request Contingency Funds needed for the architect fees to
design the proposed Courthouse Security Annex, including examining options (design and
location: internal/external) to reduce the projected $1.95 million cost while maintaining security

$ 160,000

*Enter $0 if reclassifying previously budgeted funds. Enter actual dollar amount if new revenue or expense,

Increase Decrease Account # Account Title Amount

X O 410.054.404.9002 Courthouse Security Transfer In $ 160,000
) O 410.054.404.6181 Courthouse Security Architect $ 160,000
| O 100.090.9003 General Government Transfer Qut $ 160,000
O x 100.090.5394 General Government Contingency $ 160,000 b
O O

O O

O [

AUTHORIZATIONS
" Signalura of Department Head Signalure of DOA or Execliive
Department: Date:

Date:

Revised 10/17/19

\\\}A\‘\
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w I S C 0 N S l N 2600 STH 78 South — PO Box 113
Mount Horeb, Wi 53572
608-437.2001
ey SURPLUS Seffers PeamitTax (D- 456-1028844448-04
ONLINE AUCTION FEIN: 39-1982769
Invoice
#191120-79271-127
120572019
Jee
Joa tucalo
141 3 Ludington Phone: 920-295-4006
Columbus Wi. 53925 Wl - *T736 exp. 01722 Email: joo Jucafo@gmai.com

~PAYMENT DEADLINE: 5pm on December 13, 2019 {or) 7 Days after seller confirmation- You will lose your

bidding number if not paid on time --

Onfine Auction #199785-127 - Brown County, Wisconsin - Tax Dalinguent Real Estats - You are a winning bidder, Please contac! Wisconsin Sueplus prior to the above
payment deadline to make paymenl arrangements,

1.

Paymant Mathods:
o Send guaranised checks 1o Visconsin Sumplus, PO Box 113, Mourt Horeb WA 53572,
o Wire Transfer Directions available upon requesl.
o Pay al our Office in Mount Horeb Via Cash, Guaranteed Check or Money Order
o Credil card, PayPal,Persona) & Business Checks are NOT acceptable forms of payment - nig exceptions

2. Guneral Coptact: Brown County Treasurer's Office al (920} 448-4074 or BC_Treasurenflcn, browr wi,us
3, Deed Transfer: You must notify Brown County in waiting (Fax, Email, Mail) as to who will be the owner of record for the property - So Brown County can have the deed
drafled properly. Please conlacl Brown County with any questions related to the deed transfer.

4. Note: Once payment is received Wisconsin Surplus will notify Buyer and Sefler, After payment notification buyer is ta contact Brown County and relay 1o himer in written
form any and &l required deed transfer infonmation. Al which point all required information is received by Brown County he/she will bagin the deed transfer process.
Bidder Item Qty Description Tax Amount
7927t 1858 1 VacantLot at 1117 Shea Ave, Green Bay, Wl 0.15 t010.00

- Address: 1117 Shea Ave, Green Bay, W 54303

- County Map: Brovn County GIS Mapping

- County Land Records; Brown County Land Records Search

« Municipality: City of Green Bay

- Parcel ID: 18-58

- Additional Documents:

- Title Report

- Rea| Estate Evoluation Report

= Opaning Bid: $500

~Acres: 0,151 +/ Acre MIL

- Lot Dimensions: 50° x 120' Approx.

- Zoning: Residential — Contacl county and local zoning agencies for exact zoning, regulations and allowed uses. Bidders are wamed not
to assume you can build, change use or continua current use without researching wills zoning agencies first. Property is sold in its curent
state apd wse any futsre usas ane not implied or guaranteed,

- Typa of Accaess 1o Property: Off Public Roadway (Shea Ave)

- School District: Green Bay School District

- Structures On Property: None - Vacant Lot - Note: Previcus Structure(s) have been razed and removed,

= Property Vacant: Yes

- Property Clear of previous owner's parsonal propesty: This auction does not inciude any personal proparty. If persongl property
reraing, it is the buyer's responsitility to delermine appropriate & legal disposition of personal property.

« Legal Descriplion: SHEA & GALLAGHERS ADD LOT 26 BLK 2 & /2 VAC ALLEY ADJ

- Title Type: Conveyance shall be by quil claim deed. A quit claim deed passes any title, interest or daim which the grantor may have in
the real estate, but doas not profess that such title s valid, nor contains any wamanty or guaranty of title, Purchaser shall be the grantee.
No abstract of title, tite insurance, or survey will be providad by brown county to purchaser.

- Dead Transfer Fee: 30

- Title Transfer Terms: Dead will be issued upon payment in full (High Bid, Buyers Fee, Deed Transler Fee).

. Clear Title: No abstracl, tite insurance, or survey will be provided by the seller. The winning bidder is responsible for recording fees,
{axes, special assessments and special charges elc., f any — as provided in Wis Stat. 75.521(8), (wWisconsin Statules 2009-2010},
Bidders are encouraged to reseanch tile,

- Estimatad Yearly Taxes: 5500 +. Buyer will be responsible for 2019 Property laxes, Buyer is NOT responsible for past due proparty
taxes, interest or penallies. Buyer responsible for afl future real estate taxes. NOTE: Spacial Assassmants plus interes! and penalty may
ba due to the municipality,

- Overall Condition: Property is being sold "As |s”, It is tha bidder's responsibility to determine condition and any dafects. Bidders are
strongly encouraged fo make personal inspection prior to bidding, Property bs subject 1o all easements, right-of-way, and restrictions of
record, if any. Brown County makes no representation or guarantes wilh respedt ta the use, condition, title, accass or occupancy of the
property. (Caution: Properties may be occupied and you may not be granted access by cccupants), Brawn Counly does not warranty or
guarantes the accuracy of any information contained within this auction conceming the subject mal estate. Brown county makes na
representations as to zoning and planning laws or regulations, land use, dimensions or actual legal boundaries of the Iand, accass to the
tand, lopography of the land, drainage patiems of the fand and neighboring properties, wetlands on the property, floodplain areas, soil
type or quality, water supply or quality, or other natural or man-mada features or characteristics of the real estate, Brown county makes
no representations as to the availability of community services such as sewage disposal, waste dispasal, electricity, natural gasfuel
oilipropane ges, road mainianance, snow plowing, police protection, fire protection, or other sarvices or conveniences. Brown county will
not undertake the respensibility for Inspection, replacement, repair, remediation andfor clean-up of wells, seplic systems, holding tanks,
mound systems, structures, snvironmental hazards or pokution, or hazandous waste or materials located over, beneath, in or on the neal
eslate. This real estate is sold “as is”, and the buyer must trust to her/his own inspection,
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- County Contact: Brown County Treasurer's Office at {920) 448-4074 or RC_Treasurerfhco.brown.wd us - 305 E Walnut 51., Green Bay,
W 54301; Fax: (920} 448-6341 — Inspeclions: Bidders are able 1o view property from street without trespassing on property due to kability
issues during daylight hours,

= Click on Photo or ltem # for full Details

Vacant Lot on Vanderbraak St, Green Bay, Wl (Flnodplalnl 0.15
« Address: Vanderbraak S, Green Bay, W1 54

- County Map: Brown County GIS Mapping

- County Land Recorda: Brovn County Land Records Search

- Municipality: City of Green Bay

- Parcel ID: 20-400

- Additional Documents:

- Titla Report

- Real Estate Evoluation Report

= Opening Bid: 5500

- Acres: D.198 +/- Acre ML

- Lot Dimensions: 53’ x 159 * Approx.

- Zoning: Residential — Contac! county and local zoning agencies for exact zoning, regulations and allowed uses. Bidders are wamed not
to assume you can build, change use or conlinue current use without researching with zoning agencies first. Property is sold inits current
state and use any future yses are not implied or guaranieed.

- Typo of Accass 15 Property: Oif Public Roadway (Vanderbraak 51)

- School District: Green Bay School District

- Structures On Property: None - Vacant Lot located in the City of Green Bay - Floodplain

- Proparty Vacant: Yes

- Property Clear of previous owner's personal property: This auction does not include any perscnal propery. If personal property
remains, it is the buyer's responsibility to detarmine appropiiate & legal disposition of personal property.

- Legal Description: EASTMANS ADD LOT 25 BLK B1

- Titha Type: Conveyanca shall be by quit claim deed. A quit claim deed passes any litle, interest or claim which the grantor may have in
the real estate, but does not profess that such tithe Is valid, nor contains any wamanily or guarenty of tile. Purchaser shall be the grantee.
No abstract of title, title insurance, or survey will be provided by brown county to purchaser,

~ Deed Transfer Fee: 30

- Title Transfer Terms: Deed will ba Issued upon payment in full (High Bid, Buyers Fee, Deed Transfer Fee).

~Clear Title: No abstract, tila insurance, or survey will be provided by the seller. The winning bidder is responsible for recording fees,
laxes, special assessments and special charges etc., il any — as provided in Wis Slat. 75.521(8), (Wisconsin Siatules 2009-2010)
Biddess are encouraged to research title.

- Estimated Yearly Taxes: $300 +/- Buyer will ba responsible for 2019 Property taxes, Buyer is NOT responsible for past due property
{axes, interest or penalties. Buyer rasponsible for all future rea! estale taxes. NOTE Special Assessments plus interest and penalty may
be due to the municipality.

- Defects: Lot located in Floodplain

- Overall Condition: Property is baing sold “As Is”. It Is the bidder's responsibility to determine condilion and any defects, Bidders ore
strongly encouraged to maka personal inspection prior to bidding. Property is sublect 1o all right-ol-way, and restrictions of
record, il any. Brown County makes no representation or guarantee with respect to the use, condition, tide. access or occupancy of the
property. (Caution: Properties may be occupied and you may nol be granted access by occupanis). Brown County does nol wamanty or
guarantes the accuracy of any information conlained within this auction conceming the subject real estate, Brown county makes no
representations as 10 zoning and ptanning laws or regulations, land use, dimensions or actual legal boundaries of tha land, access to the
land, topography of the land, dralnage patterns of the land and neighboring properties, wetlands on the property, flocdplain areas, soil
type or quality, water supply of quality, or other natural or man-made features or characieristics of the real estate. Brown county makes
no representations as lo the availabiity of communily senvdces such Bs sewage disposal, waste disposal, electricity, natural gas/fuel
oil/propane gas, road maintenance, snaw plawing, police prnlecﬂon fire prolod.mn or other services or conveniences, Brown county will
not unidertake the responsibility for Inspection, repl L. repalt, diation andlor dean-up of wells, septic systems, holding tanks,
mound systems, struciures, environmental hazards or pofiution, or hazardous waste or matertals located cver, beneath, in or on the real
esiale, This real estate is sold “as is”, and the buyer must trest 1 her/hds own Inspection,

- County Contact: Brown County Treasurer’s Office at (920) 448-4074 or BC_Trgnsurerdfico brown i s - 305 E Walhut St,. Green Bay,
W1 54301, Fax: (920) 448-6341 — Inspections: Bidders are able to view property from sireet without Irespassing on property due to liability
issues during daylight hours,

- Click on Photo or em # for full Details

B815.00

Vacant Lot at 1267 Weise St, Green Bay, W (Floodplain) 01715 74500
267 Welse S, Green Bav W) 54302

- Address: 1

- County Map: Brown County Gi$ Mapping

- County Land Recorda: Brown County { and Becords Search

- Municipality: City of Green Bay

= Parcel ID: 20-413-7

- Additional Documents:

- Title Reporl

= Real Estate Evaluation Repory

-Opening Bid: $500

-Acres: 0,122 +~ Acre ML

- Lot Dimenslons: 53 x 100’ Approx,

- Zoning: Residential = Contact county and local zoning agencles for exact zoning. regulations and allowed uses, Bidders are wamed not
1o assume you can build. change use or continue current use without researching with Zoning agencies first, Property is sold inits curent
state and use any future uses are nol implied or guaranieed.,

- Type of Access to Property: Off Public Roadway {Weise St)

- Sehool District: Green Bay School District

- Structures On Property: None - Vacant Lot [ocated in the City of Green Bay - Floodplain

= Propeny Vacant: Yes

- Property Clear of previous owner's p al property: This auction does not include any personal property. If personal property
remains, it s the buyer's responsibility io determine appropriate & legal disposition of parsonal property,

- Legal Description: EASTMANS ADD LOT 17 BLK B4

- Titia Type: Conveyance shall ba by quit claim deed, A quit daim deed passes any tithe interest or claim which the grantor may have in
the real estate, but does not profess that such tithe Is valid. nor contains any warmranty of guaranty of tile. Purchaser shall be the grantee.
No abstract of tile, litle msurance, or survey will be provided by brown county lo purchaser.

- Deed Transfer Fea: 30

- Title Transfer Terms: Caed will be Issued upon payment in full {High Bid. Buyers Fee, Deed Transfer Fes).

- Clear Title: No absiract, titie insurance, or survey will be pravided by the selisr, The winning bidder is responsible for recording fees,
taxes, special assassmenis and special charges elc., if any — as provided in VWis Stat. 75.521(8), (Wisconsin Statutes 2009-2010).
Bidders are encouraged to research fitle.

- Estimated Yearly Taxas: $240 +/- Buyer will be respansible for 2019 Property taxes. Buyer is NOT responsibla for past due property
laxes, interest or penalties. Buyer responsible for all future real estate taxes, NOTE: Special Assessments plus interest and penalty may
ba due to the municipality.

« Defects: Lol jocalad in Floodplain

- Overall Condition: Property is being sokd "As Is™. It is the bidder's responsibility to delermine condition and any defects, Bidders are
strongly encouraged to make parsonal inspection prior 10 bidding. Property is subject to all easements, right-of-way. and restrictions of
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recard, if any. Brown County makes no representation or guarantaa with respact to the usa, condition, tile, accass or actupancy of the
property. {Caution: Properties may be cccupled and you may not be granied access by cccupants). Brown County does nol wamanty or
guarantsa the accuracy of any information contained within this auction concarming the subject real astate. Brown county makes 1o
represantations as to zoning and planning laws or regulations, land use, dimensions or actual legal boundaries of the land, access o the
land, 1opography of the land, drainage patterns of the land and neighboring properties, wetlands on the property, floodplaln areas, soil
type or quality, water supply or quality, or other natural or man-made featres o characiedstics of the real estate. Brown county makes
no representalions as to the availability of communily services such as sewage disposal, waste disposal, electricity, nalural gasfuel
oilpropane gas, road maintenance, snow plowing, police protection, fire protaction, or other services or convenlences. Brown county will
not underiake the responsibilily for inspection, replacement, repair, remediation and/or dean-up of wells, septic sysiems, holding tanks,
mound systems, structures, anvironmantal hazards or poliution, or hazardous waste or materials located cver, baneath, In or on the real
eslale. This real estate s sold “as Is”, and the buyer must trust to her/his own inspection,

= County Contact: Brown County Treasurer’s Office at (920) 448-4074 or BC_Treasurer@co brown.wi us - 305 £ Walnut 51., Green Bay,
W 54301, Fax: (920} 44B-6341 ~ Inspeciions: Bidders are abje 1o view property from streel without trespassing on property due o lability
Issues during daylight hours.

= Click on Photo of llem # for full Details

Vacant Lot at 1332 Klaus St, Grean Bay, W1 (Floodplain)

- Address: 1332 Klaus 5t Green Bay, W1 54302

- County Map: Brown County GIS Mapping

- County Land Records; Brovn County | and Records Search

= Municipality: City of Green Bay

- Parcel ID: 21-1514

- Additional Documents:

- Tile Report

- Real Estata Evaluation Report

- Opsning Bid: $500

- Acres: 0,193 +/- Acre W1,

= Lot Dimensions: 53' x 120 * Approx.

- Zoning: Residentlal = Contact county and local zoning agencies for exact zoning, regulations and allowed uses, Bidders are wamed nol
fo assume you can build, change use or continua current use without resaarching with zoning agencies first. Property 13 sold In its current
state and use any future uses are not implied or guaranteed,

- Type of Access to Propany: Off Public Roadway {Klaus 5t)

- Sehool District: Green Bay School District

- Structures On Property: None - Vacant Lot located in the City of Green Bay - Floodplain

- Property Vacant: Yes

- Property Clear of previous ownar's parsonal proparty: This auction does not include any personal propesty, I parsonal propery
remains, it is the buyer's responsibility io determine appropriaie & legal disposilion of personal property.

- Lagal Description; EASTMANS ADDN LOT 6 BLK 62

- Title Typa: Canveyance shall be by quit claim deed. A quit claim deed passes any title, interest or claim which the granter may have in
the real estate, but doas nol profess that such title is valid, nor contains any warranty or guaranty of tile, Purchaser shall be the grantee,
No abstract of title, title insurance, or survey will be provided by brown county to purchaser,

= Deed Transter Fee: 30

- Title Transfer Torms: Deed will be issued upon payment in full (High Bid, Buyers Fee, Deed Transfer Fee),

- Clear Title: No abstract, tile insurance, or survey will be provided by the seller, Tha winning bidder is responsible for recording fees,
1axes, special assessments and special charges eic., f any - as provided in Wis Stat. 75,521(8), (Wisconsin Statutes 2009.2010).
Bidders are encouraged to research litle.

« Estimated Yoarly Taxes: $200 +/- Buyer will be responsible for 2019 Property taxes. Buyer Is NOT responsible for past due property
taxes, inlerast or penalties. Buyer responsible for all future real esiale taxas, NOTE: Special Assessments plus inleresi and penatty may
be due to the municipality,

= Defects: Lot located in Floodplain

- Overall Condition: Proparty is being sold “As Is”, |1 Is the biddar's responsibility to datermine condition and any defects, Bidders ars
strongly encouraged to make personal inspection prior to bidding, Property is subject to all easements, right-of-way, and restrictions of
record, if any, Brown County makes no representation or guaranies with respect to the use, conditlon, tile, access or occupancy of the
property. (Caution; Properties may be occupied and you may not be granied access by occupants). Brown County does nol warranty or
puarantea the accuracy of any Information contained within this auction conceming the subject real estate, Brown county makes nc
representations as to zoning and planning taws or reguiations. tand use, dimensions or actual legal boundaries cf the land, access o the
|and, lopography of the land, drainage pattems of the land and neighboring properlies, wetlands on the property, floodplain areas, soil
type or quality, water supply or quality, or other natural or man-made features or characteristics of the real esiate. Brown county makes
no represeniations as {o the availabiity of community services such as sewage disposal, waste disposal, electricily, natural gasfuel
cilfpropane gas, rvad maintenance, snow plowing, police prolection, fire prolection, or olher services or conveniences, Brown county wili
nol undertake the responsibility for inspection, replacement, repair, remediation and/or clear-up of wells, seplic systems, holding 1anks,
maund systems, structures, environmental hazards or poflution, or hazardous waste or materials located over, beneath, in or on the read
esiale, This real esiate is sold “as i8”, and the buyer must trust 1o het/his ovwn inspection,

- County Contact: Brown County Treasurer's Office ai (820) 448-4074 or BC _Treasurer@co.brown wi.us - 305 E Walnut St., Green Bay,
W 54301, Fax {920) 448-6341 — Inspections: Bidders are able lo view properly from street withoul trespassing on property due lo Eability
issues during daylighl hours,

- Click on Photo or Item # for full Details

Bid total:

Tax Rate Sub-total Premium Tax

0.15 Exempi0% 0.000 182500 273,75 0.00
0,175 Exempl 0% 0,000 1455.00 254.62 0.00
4 @ $30.00 Recording Fee

Total:

Balance Dua:

0175 71000

3280,00

2098.75
1709.62

120,00
3928.37
3928.37



Zeller, Paul D.

From:
Sent;
To:
Subject:

Hemery, David P.

Wednesday, November 27, 2019 4:25 PM
Zeller, Paul D.; Haroldson, Brent E.

RE: 12-5-19 Administration Committee Agenda

Discussion/Action RE: Corporation Counsel Legal Opinion - W Statute 75.36 documents a process by which
a “former owner” of real property lost to a County through a property tax foreclosure action may claim a
share of the sale proceeds generated by the County’s sale of their former property. What is the extent of
"former owner” definition? Former owner = one who lost his or her title through delinquent tax collection
enforcement procedure (so whoever was the owner of record at the time of the In Rem proceeding).
Discussion/Action RE: Corporation Counsel Legal Opinion - Wl Statute 75.36 documents a process by which
a “former owner” of real property lost to a County through a property tax foreclosure action may claim a
share of the sale proceeds generated by the County's sale of their former property. Which spouse is the
“former owner” if only one divorced spouse makes a claim? For our purposes, we go by the owner of record
— if both former spouses were listed on the deed as owners at the time of the In Rem judgment, then we
would send notice to both and both could seek sale proceeds. If only one person was listed as the owner of
record (on the deed) at the time of the In Rem judgment, then we only need to notice that individual. Of
course, one ex spouse may always sue another ex spouse for ill gotten gain. As far as the County goes, the
main thing is to notice, and deal with, the formal owner of record (the person or persons on the deed).

David P. Hemery, Brown County Corporation Counsel

WI Bar Number: 1033291

Phone: (920) 448-4006

Fax: (920) 448-4003

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 23600, Green Bay, W| 54305-3600

Physical Address: 305 E. Walnut St., Suite 680, Green Bay, Wi 54301

This email message and any attachments may contain privileged or confidential information
that is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this
message in error, please notify us immediately and destroy the message.




